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Relationship between group process and interpersonal process
in group discussion
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Abstract: This study focused on the group process and interpersonal process which influence an individual's

attitude in group discussion. We examined the influence of the group decision and specific others who influence

the individuals’ attitude in group decision and the similarity/dissimilarity in opinions between individuals and

specific others. Sixty-seven students who were randomly divided into 13 groups discussed about four themes within

each group, and they answered questionnaires before and after the group discussion. The results of path analysis

indicated that the influence of group decision was consistently greater than that of the specific others, however, the

latter had a little effect in some cases. In addition, the specific others were regarded as having opinions that were

dissimilar to those of the individuals. The results based on the attitude score also showed that the specific others

did not always have similar opinions.
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